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Re:  BellSouth Telecommunications,

Inc.’s

Entry Into Long Distance
(InterLATA) Service in Tennessee Pursuant to Section 271 of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996

Docket No. 97-00309
Dear Mr. Waddell:

Enclosed are the original and thirteen copies of the supplemental responses of BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc. to the First Request for Production of Documents of AT&T. A copy
has been provided to counsel of record.

ery truly yours,

—

- Guy M. Hicls
GMH:ch

Enclosure



REQUEST:

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
TRA Docket No. 97-00309

AT&T's Production of Documents
Dated: February 10, 1998

item No. 7

Supplemental Response

Page 1 of 2

In connection with Data Request No. 24, produce copies of any analyses,
reports, studies, evaluations, or other documents prepared in connection
with any review of BellSouth’s OSS (including, but not limited to, any OSS
features, functions, components, and interfaces) by any outside
consultant or consultants. Such documents include, but are not limited to:

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

®

all documents which contain or set forth the scope of the
consultant(s)’ review(s);

all correspondence and any agreements constituting, evidencing or
reflecting the consultant(s)’ retention and the terms of that retention

~ by BellSouth;

all documents constituting, evidencing, or reflecting the
consultant(s) work plans for the review(s), regardless of whether
those plans were actually carried out;

all documents, information, and materials (whether paper,
electronic, or any other form) that the consultant(s) have reviewed,
considered, or relied upon in connection with each review of

BellSouth’'s OSS;

all work product (whether written, electronic, or any other form)

prepared by the consultant(s) in connection with the review(s) of

BeliSouth’s OSS, including any and all analyses, memoranda,
notes, interview notes, indices, summaries, logs and all other types
of work product, and including, but not limited to, drafts, work
papers or any preliminary reports in any form;

all documents that relate to any problems, deficiencies,
recommendations, or areas that were identified by the consultant(s)
in BellSouth’s OSS, including but not limited to documents that
reflect (1) the views of the consultant(s), and (2) any responses or
actions taken in response by BellSouth.



BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
TRA Docket No. 97-00309

AT&T'’s Production of Documents
Dated: February 10, 1998

ltem No. 7

Supplemental Response

Page 2 of 2

RESPONSE: See BellSouth’s response to AT&T Second Document Requests ltems 1
& 2.



BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
TRA Docket No. 97-00309

AT&T's Production of Documents
Dated: February 10, 1998

ltem No. 28

Supplemental Response

Page 1 of 1

REQUEST: Produce copies of all documents that describe, discuss, or relate to
alternatives to collocation for the combination of UNEs.

RESPONSE: See attached documents.



BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
TRA Docket 97-00309

AT&T's Production of Documents

item No. 28 - Supplemental Response

Aftachment 1
SeitSeuth lntarcannection Ssrvices 770 992-7580 QOuisten € S-M .
Suite 200 Fax 770 621-0828 m-wm President
1980 Wast Exchange Place ATEY Regions? Account Team

Tucker, Beargia 20084

March 17, 1998

Mr. Raymond G. Crafton

Division Platform Manager

ATA&T - Local Services Organization
1200 Peachtree Street, N.E.
Atlanta, Georgia 30309

Dear Ray:

in Jim Carvoll's January 6, 1998 letter to Duane Ackerman, AT&T proposed four
additional methods of delivery of unbundied network slements. BellSomb stated inits
February 10, 1988 letter to Mr. Carvoll that it would review AT&T's additional methods.
BellSouth has concluded its review of these four methods of delivery.

1. AT&T's first proposal permitted CLECs to use an electronic cross-connect system for
access (o a loop and swilch port combi tion (at UNE rates). BeliSouth has
evaluated this proposal intemally and with several vendors of such equipment.

connection equipment would be inserted in the loop path between the main
distributing frame (MDF) and the central office swilch. Therefore, the loop/port
combination would be accomplished in the digital domain, and thus require analog to
digital conversions. Such conversions would add additional expense that is not
present in the other methods of delivery. It is not clear to BeliSouth if AT&T is
suggesmgm:ncenﬁolﬂcebopsbew\nededtomlssysm. or merely a
predetermined subset of loops. |f the eiternative requires that only & subsel of
svailable loops be accessible by the new sysiem, then certainly AT&T has the

ility to specity those loops. Kmmmaﬂvenquimﬂunnwopsmve
ambhmm.mmwmmwterium. since

mmmmmwmmmﬁ.mmhmmmmdlm
tou\ecostnsoeiabdwimmommdcsymm-nd mediation device(s). in
condusion.therolcagmldulofwmuamdatedwimmmnvwmm.m
as such BeIISoumdocsndemammedmmemodasagcneﬁcmelhodobgy.

2. TheseoondpmposdsubmbyAT&TpemﬁdeLECsbeombimbopsand
ports (at UNE rates) throuph use of the “recent change® process. In order for CLECs
to utilize the “recent change” process, aswmmememodmatproposesamb
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service being provided to all end user customers, In addition, this proposal does not
result in provision of unbundled elements individually, in effect BellSouth would under
this methodology be providing 8 eombimﬁonoftwounbundbd network elements.

3. AT&TsthdpmpoulpmddodlormouseofaonMCLECIBQIISmm“ndotb
disconnect and reconnect loops at the Main Distribution Frame (MOF). BellSouth will
notpemncLECstohavodlmctaeeesstowBenSow\MOF. The MDF was not

equipped to handle access fo the MOF. The inventory systems are not equipped to
track circuit paths through the central offices and thus, would not be able to provide
accurate and timely information for provisioning, maintenance and repair activities.

4. The fourth proposal offered by ATAT aliows for the use of pre-wired connector blocks
at the Main Distribution Frame. As BeliSouth stated in response to option 3.
BellSouth will not permit CLECs 1o have direct access to the BeliSouth MOF.

Collocation remains the mosi efficient manner in which to combine unbundled network
elements and BeliSouth continues o offer collocation as the means to combining such
elements. In addition to BettSouth's collocation propossi, BefiSouth is stift available to
discuss the opportunity of a professional sefvice arrangement with AT&T in which
BellSouth would combine UNEs for ATAT at market rate. -

Sincerely,
cc: Scott Schaefer
Joa Baker

€0 C08d PST-ON
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Attachment 2
BDeliSouth lntarosansction Services 770 402-7300 *El_nl- .
Suits 200 Fax T70 €21-0608 , Solos ~ Assistant Vice President
1980 Wast Exchange Place ATRT Regrene! Account Team

Tucksr, Georgia 30084

February 10, 1998

William J. Carroll

Vice President

AT&T Communications, Inc.
Room 4170

1200 Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta, Georgia 30309

Dear Jim:

In response to your January 6, 1998 letter to Duane Ackerman, attached are BellSouth’s
responses to AT&T's 35 questions regarding combining unbundled network elements and
collocation issues.

BellSouth continues to honor its contractual obligations with respect to the provisioning of
combinations of UNEs identified by AT&T until such time as the Eighth Circuit’s order
becomes final and non-appealable. However, as BellSouth has stated before, if the Eighth
Circuit’s order 1s upheld, BellSouth will no longer have a legal obligation to provide
combinauons of unbundled network elements. BellSouth is still interested in exploring with
AT&T the opportunity of a professional service armangement in which BellSouth would

‘combine UNEs for AT&T at market rate. Please contact me if AT&T is interested in pursuing

such an arrangement.

The responses anached hereto provide the information that AT&T has requested. Should
AT&T mquuemylddiﬁonﬂinfmion.plasaddmssnchmquenwmelsyomprhnny
mterface and contact. | will ensure that your request is handled accordingly. As your
Account Team representative, ] can assure you that adequate resources are available to AT&T

via my staff and that such requests will be handled in an expeditious manner to meet AT&T's
needs.

Sincerely,




Dusne Ackerman

Charlie Coe

Scott Schacfer

Ehon King

Joc Baker

Scott Schacfer

Steve Inman

Alabama Public Service Commission
Florida Public Service Commission
Georgia Public Service Commission
Kentucky Public Service Commission
Louisiana Public Service Commission
Mississippi Public Service Commission
North Carolina Utilities Commission
South Carolina Public Service Commission
Tenncssee Regulatory Authority



" Attachment to February 10, 1998 Letter from Quinton Sanders

‘ 1. What UNEs will BellSouth provide to CLECs to combine in collocated space?
Loops and ports only?

With the exception of specific sub-loop elements that will be provided to the CLEC
at the field site, BellSouth will deliver to the CLEC coliocation space the following
combined elements: loop and cross connect, port and cross connect, port and
cross connect and common transport, port and vertical features, port and common
transport, ioop and LNP', as well as single network elements, for the purpose of
CLECs combining said elements in any manner technically feasible and that
performs within the parameters of the industry standards.

2. Can a CLEC pre-wire the equipment in its collocation space?

in both a physical and virtual collocation arrangement, AT&T may pre-wire its
equipment arrangement and the connection between its arrangement and the point
of termination bay/frame using a vendor that has been certified by BellSouth.

3. Will BeliSouth allow CLECs to share the same interoffice transport used by
BellSouth?

Yes. CLECs may access unbundied interoffice transport - shared for interoffice
transport purposes. Unbundied interoffice transport - shared allows access to the
interoffice transport and is charged on a per minute of use basis. The CLEC would

_order the unbundied port in the central office where the collocation space is present
which woulid allow the end user traffic to be transported over shared facilities.

Unbundied Interoffice Transport Dedicated may share the same physical facilities,
fiber optic terminals, etc. An individual DS1 may be dedicated to a single CLEC,
but the OC48 Fiber Optic Transport System would have multiple DS1s transiting
the system.

4. Wil BellSouth require that a CLEC purchase signaling separate from switching?
Yes. As contained in the CLEC agreements and as a result of arbitration decisions

in the vanous states, SS7 signaling is an ndividual unbundied network element and
therefore is purchased separately from switching.

[he combined elements Wisted above are offered by BeliSouth besad upon the technical limitations that do not allow
them to offered separately



What does BeliSouth proposewherahemisnotsumeientroomtoeollocateh
central office?

BeliSouth has offered both physical and virtual coliocation to AT&T. .Where there is
insufficient space on BellSouth's premises for physical coliocation, virtual
coliocation can be provided. '

BellSouth does not anticipate any difficulty fulfilling requests for ml collocation
arrangements. In the event a situation arises where a virtual collocation request
cannot be accommodated, BellSouth will discuss service altematives on a case by
case basis. Timely and accurate forecasts from CLECs will assist BeliSouth in
meeting CLEC's physical or virtual collocation needs.

How will BellSouth aliow for the combining of loops and ports in central offices
where there is no room for physical collocation?

\Mnen there is insufficient space for physical collocation, BellSouth will offer virtual
collocation. In a virtual collocation arrangement, the CLEC may then make
arrangements for the combination of the UNEs.

Will BellSouth offer CLECs a choice of either physical or virtual collocation or will
virtual collocation be made available by BellSouth only if there is no more space
available for physical coliocation?

BellSouth offers CLECs a choice of either physical or virtual collocation.

How will BellSouth provision other UNEs for combining or recombining by CLECs?

BellSouth will provision UNEs as described in the applicable ordering guidelines,
interconnection agreement and technical references. CLECs will determine how to
use the UNEs, i.e., whether to combine them with other BellSouth provided UNEs
or to use them with the CLEC's own equipment.

How will BellSouth maintain service coordmation of the loop and port connections
for each CLEC customer service order?

BellSouth offers service coordination for the individua! unbundied network
elements, the type of coordination being dependent upon how the network element
is ordered. Such coordination should minimize the effect of transferring the end
user customer from one provider to the other. This activity contemplates

cooperation and coordination between the work forces of the providers involved in
the transfer.

How will BellSouth maintain service continurty or minimize service disruption for
CLEC customers during the loop and hne port cut-overs?



11.

12.

13

DuringmepmcessofloopconvenionsfromBel!Souﬂ\tolCLEc.thecustomer
loop isphysicallylunovedﬁunmeBeNSouﬂmmwhlnereeonnectedtome
CLEC switch. This step is necessary to effect the conversion and does not
produce lengthy interruptions of end user service. There are several options
available to CLECs to reduce and virtually eliminate outage time. A CLEC can
reduce the outage period by electing to have BellSouth provide manua.l order
conversion. BellSouth also offers CLECs the option to request a specific
conversion time and will then make every effort to accommodate the request.

Because the additional! loop length caused by collocation may roquite loop
conditioning, who will be responsible for performing the conditioning - BeliSouth or
the CLEC? -

There will be no significant increase to the loop length as a resuit of provisioning
the loop to a collocation space. Typically, the loop and the associated cross-
connect to the collocation space would not be any longer than the loop and the
associated cabling to a BellSouth switch. BellSouth will make whatever
adjustments are necessary to ensure that the unbundied loop types requested
meet the appropriate performance characteristics. The CLEC would be responsible
for making any adjustments between its collocation space and the CLEC switch. in
addition, due to the fact that the loop is not connected to the BellSouth switch, the
CLEC will be responsible for providing any switched-based conditioning.

When will BellSouth provide written methods and procedures documenting its
proposed collocation process for combining UNEs.

There are no unique M&Ps for the delivery of unbundied network elements to a
coliocation arrangement for the purpose of the CLEC combining said elements.
The M&Ps deveioped by BellSouth for the purpose of ordering and provisioning of
unbundied network elements will apply. These M&Ps have been previously
provided to AT&T.

How many loop and line port jumper connections can BellSouth complete in a
single day per central office? How many teams of technicians and shifts would this
invoive?

BellSouth is committed to being the provider of choice and as such is committed to
employing the appropnate forces to meet the demands of the CLECs. However,
the number of connections that can be completed in a single day varies day to day
and vanes from C.O. to C.O. BeliSouth 1s prepared to work orders by the due date.
AT&T should refer large projects to the Account Team to assure project handling
and dedicated central office personnel. In addition, AT&T should provide a service



forecast to the Account Team, which will assist BellSouth in anticipating load
requirements.

14. Will BellSouth allow CLECs to obtain less than 100 square feet of collocation space

15.

16

17.

solely for purposes of combining or recombining the necessary UNEs? If so, how
will BeliSouth reduce its existing charges for coliocation space?

Physical collocation arrangements can be used for the pm\tis_ioning of any
telecornmunications service including combining or recombining unbundied network
elements. BellSouth will allow CLECs to obtain less than 100 square feet _fpr
Physical Collocation when an equipment arrangement enclosure is not utilized.
Where an enclosure is requested, OSHA requirements dictate that at least 100 sq.
ft. be utilized. Rates and charges for collocation space are set forth in the
agreement and will be assessed based on the shadow print of the arangement
plus a factor which includes maintenance and wiring aisle space.

Rétes. terms and conditions for Virtua! Collocation are contained in BellSouth's
FCC #1 tariff, Section 20.

Will BeliSouth allow CLECs to combine UNEs without collocation?

BellSouth's policy is to deliver UNEs to a CLEC's collocation space for the purpose
of combining unbundied network elements. AT&T has proposed several delivery
methods in its January 6, 1998 letter. BellSouth is reviewing these methods.

Is BellSouth combining any components of its network or elements today via an
electronic connection using a remote terminal? if so, which ones?

BellSouth uses a variety of network management systems to manage its network.
AT&T and other CLECs have a vanety of options available to them to manage their
network management systems.

Will Bel!South permit CLECs to have direct access to the BellSouth main
dstribution frame (MDF)?

No. As the MDF was not designed for multiple users, such access will lead to an
unacceptable higher risk of disruption of service to a large population of
telecommunications users when technicians from a number of different
telecommunications companies have access to the network and facilities of all
telecommunications providing service to end users from that location. Further,
BellSouth’'s inventory systems are not equipped to handie access to the MDF. The
inventory systems are not equipped to track circuit paths through the central offices
and thus. would not be able to provide accurate and timely information for
provisioning maintenance angd repair activities.
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- 18. Will BeliSouth provide CLECs access to its engineering records, as the records

need to be updatedtoreﬂectmenawloopbngmwemmMLTtesﬁngwoms
properly? _
Metaliic Loop Testing (MLT) does not rely on individual records to determine test

parameters and, therefore, CLEC's do not need access to engineering records for
such testing purposes.

19. How will maintenance of the combined unbundied elements work?

Unbundled network elements delivered to the CLEC's collocation space will be
maintained by BellSouth in the same manner that such element was delivered to
CLEC. In other words, each individual element can be tested to determine
performance specifications.

20. Please describe all BellSouth methods and procedures to describe how it will

21.

separate already-combined elements and how CLECs will “recombine” these
elements? If such methods and procedures do not yet exist, when will they be
completed and made available to CLECs?

BellSouth recognizes that under the current agreements executed with AT&T,
BellSouth may not disconnect those elements that are already combined.

However, once the Eighth Circuit's decision becomes final and non-appealable, the
combination provisions in the agreements will have to be revisited.

However, for purposes of answering this question, there are no unique M&Ps to
provide unbundled network elements to AT&T for the purpose of AT&T combining
these unbundied network elements. BellSouth offers order coordination for the
purpose of transferring a8 BellSouth customer to an AT&T customer where AT&T
intends to utilize unbundied network elements to provide service to that same
customer.

What OSS impacts are anticipated from BellSouth’s “coliocation”™ proposal? What
OSS will BeliSouth access/utilze to separate already combined elements and to
allow CLECs to “recombine” elements? How will BellSouth provide CLECs access
to these OSS?

There are no OSS impacts due to BellSouth's collocation proposal. Collocation is
ordered pursuant to Attachment 3 of the Interconnection Agreement. AT&T will
utilize the OSSs set forth in Attachment 15 of the interconnection Agreement to
order individual network elements for the purpose of BellSouth delivering the
unbundied network elements to AT&T s collocation space so AT&T can combine
those unbundled network elements. Order coordination is available as set forth in
BellSouth's response to number 20. :



>

~ what impact does BellSouth’s “collocation” propesal have on engineering and

inventory records? What records will BellSouth access or modify to separate
already connected elements? What records will nead to be accessed and/or
updated for a CLEC to complete recombination of UNEs? What is BellSouth's plan

- to accurately maintain such records? How will multiple CLECs using recombined

23.

| 24.

UNES be given access to BellSouth's engineering and inventory records?

The engineering and inventory records will be modified to reflect the delivery of the
individual unbundled network elements to the collocation space, and will not be
inventoried as services delivered to the end user.

BellSouth will have an inventory of the individual unbundied network elements _
delivered to the collocation space. BeliSouth will not have any record of what the
CLEC does with the individual unbundied network elements once they are delivered.

The CLEC will not require access to BellSouth's system for recombination of
elements by the CLEC because the CLEC has assignment control at the collocation
arrangement and can control where each unbundied element is delivered.

Has BellSouth investigated any altematives to coliocation for the recombination of
network elements (for exampie, providing CLECs direct access to BellSouth’s

- -etwork equipment for physical recombining or logical separation and
.ecombining)? If so, please describe these altematives and expiain BellSouth's
reasons for not making these alternatives available to CLECs prior to this date? If
not. when will any such investigation be done?

BeliSouth has examined the offerings of various incumbent local exchange
companies and has determmined that, at present, collocation is the most appropriate
arrangement for CLECs to combine unbundied network elements. AT&T proposed
several alternatives to collocation in its January 6, 1998 letter to Duane Ackerman.
BellSouth is investigating the feasibility of these alternatives.

How many customers will BellSouth be able to convert in each of its central offices
per day when collocation is used to combine a loop and pornt?

See response to Issue 13

- How many collocation arrangements can BeliSouth accommodate per month per

state?

BellSouth 1s commitied to being the provider of choice and as such is continuing to
improve its processes to become more efficient and expedient in futfilling
coliocation requests.



Collocation arrangements shall be provisioned in accordance with Attachment 3 of
the Interconnection Agreement. The number of arrangements that can be
accommodated depends on the location, the number or requests, the work
associated with each request and the commitment of both parties to jointly prioritize

- and plan implementation of the collocation arrangements requested.

26.

27.

28B.

A reasonable estimate of the locations and volume that AT&T is projecting would
enhance BeliSouth's ability to respond.

What is the availability of collocated space in sach BellSouth central office? Please
describe any limitations which may exist.

This question is overly broad in that there are approximately 1600 Central Offices in
the BellSouth region (See NECA Tariff FCC No. 4 for a complete list of central
offices). Responding to this question for each central office would require a
colossal effort on BellSouth's part. However, to address your question, each
request for collocation must be evaluated for space availability on an individual
case basis. Availability is determined at the time a collocation application is
submitted to BellSouth with the appropriate application fee.

Assuming 2 CLEC has pre-wired loop and switch connections in its collocation
space to blocks on BellSouth MDF and/or IDF frames, what is the expected
duration of customer down time for conversion of an existing BeliSouth customer to
a UNE CLEC customer?

The customer down time may vary depending upon whether coordination is
required. the telephone number is ported. it is a designed or non-designed circuit
and the type of frame in the central office.

How does BellSouth propose to remedy the provisioning/service parity issues
associated with its collocation proposal e.g.. (1) electronic provisioning vs. manual
provisioning; (2) additional ioop lengths and additional connections; (3) additional
possible points of failure?

BellSouth is not aware of any provisioning/service parity issues associated with
BellSouth's collocation proposal.

BellSouth does not electronically provision BellSouth customers on its own

mainframe. This is 8 manual process requiring the use of BellSouth work forces to
Tun jumpers.

BellSouth is not aware of any provisioning/service parity issue associated with
BST's unbundied loop lengths. No additional loop lengths should be added on
unbundied loops. The unbundied ioop will be handed off to the CLEC at its



29.

30.

31.

32.

collocation space through a tie cable that replaces the tie cable that would normally
route the loop to the switch. Additional connections may or may not be applicable
on the BST side of the collocation space; howaver, the element delivered to the
coliocation space will perform in accordance with the industry standards and
service performance parameters found in Attachment 2 of the Interconnection

Agreement.

Will BellSouth aliow a CLEC to collocate in a BeliSouth remote switching site
(location where it has a remote switching module)?

BellSouth will allow a CLEC to collocate on a BeliSouth Premises (as "Premises”
has been defined by the FCC's rules and regulations). BeliSouth’s position
regarding collocation is the same regardiess of the type of switching system used
at a given central office. -

Will BellSouth require AT&T to execute a *"Master Collocation Agreement” or other
agreement(s) before BellSouth will make collocation available to AT&T? If so,
please provide a copy of this agreement(s). Are there any modifications needed to
AT&T Interconnection Agreement(s) with BellSouth in any states before BellSouth
will make collocation availabie to AT&T? If so, what are they?

ATET will not be required to execute a “Master Collocation Agreement”, as
collocation is already incorporated into the AT&T Interconnection Agreements with
BeliSouth. BellSouth believes that no additional modifications are required to the
existing collocation section of the Interconnection Agreement. If AT&T's opinion
differs. BeliSouth will be glad to discuss this issue.

What intervals will BellSouth commit to as to the provision of requests for
coliocation?

Request for collocation will be provisioned in accordance with Attachment 3,
Section 2.2.18 of the interconnection Agreement.

Has BellSouth tested, deployed faciliies and/or personnel to assure itself that
these intervals can be met? What remedies, if any, does BeliSouth propose for
CLECs if these intervals are not met?

BellSouth has negotiated interval dates with the CLECs and has been meeting
those dates. BellSouth requests that CLECs provide all information required on the
application to design the collocation space and obtain a building permit. BellSouth
wili stay in constant communication with the CLEC. If there is any problem with
meeting the negotiated dates, BellSouth will notify the CLEC.
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33.

Pursuant to the AT&T/BeliSouth Interconnection Agreement, BellSouth will _
reimburse AT&T in an amount equal to the AT&T expenditure murmd as a direct
resultofdelayseausedbyBoﬂSouthhmenegoﬁatedmplahonandmmover
dates.

What costs are associated with BellSouth's collocation proposal? Please itemize
all individual costs. What information will BellSouth provide to establiish that such
costs are "just, reasonable and nondiscriminatory?”

The costs associated with BellSouth's collocation proposal were provided in various
proceedings throughout the BeliSouth states. AT&T patticipated in all those
proceedings. Collocation rates are contained in the interconnection agreeme
entered into between BellSouth and AT&T. :

Does BellSouth have any actual commercial usage data from any of its states using
physical collocation arrangements for purposes of allowing CLECs to combine
UNEs? In other words, what testing has been done?

No unique testing is needed for the delivery of UNEs to a CLEC's collocation
space. BellSouth has accepted orders and successfully detivered unbundied
network elements to collocator's space for the purpose of the CLEC providing
telecommunication services to end user customers.

35. How will BellSouth provision individual loops that currently are provisioned using

integrated digital ioop camers for combining with local ports?

BellSouth will provision individua!l loops that currently are provisioned using
integrated digital loop camers for combining with local ports pursuant to Attachment
2, Section 3 of the Interconnection Agreement. Thus, BST will “roll” the loop from
the IDLC onto a universal DLC or other alternate facility at no extra charge. If no
alternate facility exists, BST will utilize its existing Special Construction Process to
determine what additional costs would be required to provide an unbundied loop to
that end-user's location. Once these loops are “un-integrated” they would be
provisioned to the CLEC's collocation space to be combined with other elements as
the CLEC chooses to combme them.
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January 19, 1998

William J. Carroll

Vice President

AT&T Communications, Inc.
Room 4170

1200 Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta, Georgia 30309

Dear Jim:

I am in receipt of your letter dated January 6, 1998 to Duane Ackerman. First, let me assure you
that as Duane states in his letter of January 9, 1998, to Mike Armstrong, he is fully aware of the

issues raised in your letter, and that he fully supports local competition and AT&T's entrance
into the local market.

Quinton Sanders, Sales Assistant Vice President - AT&T Account Team, is AT&T's primary
interface and contact for the BellSouth resources supporting AT&T. Quinton will also be
responsible for ensuring that AT&T receives appropriate responses to the questions raised in
AT&T's January 6 letter 1o Duane Ackerman.

As stated in my September 12, 1997 letter, the AT&T/BellSouth Interconnection Agreements
currently require BellSouth to accept orders for and provision combinations of UNEs identified
by AT&T. BellSouth intends to continue to honor those obligations during the pendency of the
appeal of the 8th Circuit's order. To that end, it is my understanding that our companies have
been working on and testing the necessary procedures for combined elements and that the work
is progressing.

Your letter of January 6, 1998, was the first time, to BeliSouth's knowledge, that AT&T has
expressed any interest in implementing the sections of the agreement that address delivery of
uncombined UNEs to AT&T for the purposes of AT&T combining the clements.

BellSouth is receptive to discussing the matters raised by AT&T in its letter, including

JeliSouth’s coliocation proposal, for the delivery of uncombined elements as well as a possible
“glue charge.” If the 8th Circuit's order is upheld, BellSouth will have no legal obligation to
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peovide combinations of unbundled network elements. BellSouth, nonetheless, welcomes the
WmmlmﬁﬁAT&Tnmwmwhmmw
combine UNEs for AT&T at market rates. Such discussions can result in the preparation of an
amendment to the interconnection agreement that can be incorporated after the 8th Circuit’s

- order is upheld.

Please contact Quinton Sanders should you need any additional information, otherwise, you may
expect a response addressing the other issues raised in your letter in a couple of weeks.

Sincerely, ,
Mark Feidler

cc: Duane Ackerman
Charlie Coe
Elton King
Joe Baker
Quinton Sanders
Scott Schaefer
Steve Inman
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Mer. C. Michael Armstrong
Chairman of the Board and Chief Executive Officer

AT&T
295 North Maple Avenue
Basking Ridge, NJ 07920

Dear Mike:

On January 6, 1998, | received the sttached lener from William J. (Jim) Carroll of
AT&T. This is the latest in a senies of letters 0 me personally from Mr. Carroll over the
past two years regarding interconnection issues between AT&T and BellSouth.
BellSouth repestedly has advised M. Carroll that interconnection issues are the
responsibility of BellSouth Telecommunicstions, Inc., not BellSouth Corporation, and we
have provided Mr. Carroll with officer level contacts st BellSouth Telecommunications
to address ATRT s concems.

On May 23, 1997, Walter H. Alford, BellSouth's Executive Vice President and
General Counsel, wrote 10 John Zeglis reiterating that interconnection negotiations were
being handled by the operaing company, oot the holding company, within BellSouth.
Mr. Alford requested that Mr. Zeglis ask Mr. Carroll to deal with the approprisie people
at BellSouth Telecommunscations. Notwithstanding both my request to Mr. Carroll and
Mr. Alford’s request to Mr. Zeglis, Mr. Carroll continrues to write 1o me.

Mr. Carroll’s latest letier appears to be written for purposes other than a legitimate
request for information. Mr. Carmroll requests sy “personal written respoase by January
14, 1998 as 1o (1) who at BellSouth [T) will hold responsible for answering the questions
stiached to this letter and (2) that responses to these questions from those individuals will
be provided by January 30, 1998." There is attached to the letter a serias of 35 nunbered
questions, some with many parta, that resd more liks legal interrogatories than sincere
requests for information. For example. question 24 states: “How many customers will
BellSouth be able to convert in each of its central offices per day when collocation is used
o combine s loop and port” Question 26 swatss:. “What is the availability of collocation
space in each BellSouth central office? Please describe any limitations which may exist.”
As you may know, and as Mr. Carroll cerainly knows, BellSouth has over 1600 central
offices spread across its nine-state region. Answering such broad questions would
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Mr. C. Michae! Armstrong
January 9, 1998
Page 2

wquinlwlossdeﬁoubyhcll&m&omﬂﬂofwhkhnmm Mr.
lel'smmfuwﬁmmwmkmmmqmwmm
copiummhofdnmmg\nmminhwm

Mike, BellSouth considers AT&T&MMW.NW%O
coopemewithATtTtomemn:immm’uﬂbk. BellSouth also is fully cognizant
of its oblipﬁoumduTﬂmmﬁeﬁdeleﬁciﬁmmemof AT&T
and others into the local exchange masket. We have spent hundreds of millions of dollars
mmmmmofmuwmmm The approprisis
BellSouthpeoplewouldbehnppymwwimw.mwalﬁsduiwmmicwﬁn
typeofuchnialquatimm:edinhillewwm. It is not necessary for Mr. Carroll 0
writemmepasonllymmmccoomotadlsm

If you believe that any of these matters requize sscalation, please let me kmow,
mdlwillbehmwmﬁmywummm

Sincerely,

F. Duane Ackerman

atachment

ec William ). Carroll
Mark Feidler
Ehon King
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Junuazy 6, 1998

Ms. Duane Ackerman
BellSouth i

Suite 2010

1155 Peschtree Strest, N.E.
Atania, Georgia 30309

Dexr Duane:

As you know, since passage of the Telecosummications Act of 1996, AT&T
has anempted to obtain access to combinstions of unbundled network elements
(UNEs) provisionsd by BeliSouth. To dase, thess efforts have yet to produce results.
We still are unable 1o order combinations of UNEs and recsive all the usage deta and
[unctionalities inherent in those UNEs. This lack of progross wes confirmed by the
FCC in its rocent order denying BeliSouth's application 1o provide imerlL ATA
services in South Carolina. Given AT&T's repested atterpes to find ways to provide
local service o ouwr cusiomers using combinations of UNEs provisioned by
BellSouth. this lack of progress is extremely disappointing.

Duane, the purpose of this letter is to request your personal assistance in
moving forward BellSouth's provisioning of combinations of UNEs to ATAT. Inthe
pnn.vhculhnwﬁmmnhm:ﬁ:h:kofmhncﬁuubmh
local telephose markst 10 competition, you have hed others st BellSouth respond to
our concerns. Although | regret heving 10 sesk your personal assistance on the
muititude of details associated with combinations of UNEs thet are outlined in this
letter, frunkly nothing else has worksd. 1 am bopeful that if you get involved,
progress will be made. Accordingly, = onc of your principal customers, | request
your parsonal writiea response by January 14, 1998 as to (1) who at BellSouth you
will hold accountable for answaring the questions attached t0 this letter and (2) thet
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Mr. Duane Ackerman
Two
January 6, 1998

Bmufmlpmmmlﬁumulhnwwhmm
iniuSMCuolmmanofUN&huwbm
for this request. meillmlﬂ.tbfccwu'mum
demomtdﬁﬂhcnmhnvﬁlﬁkuahnludnﬂid*mb
Muummemu;mumm“um
m.-hpﬁm.wmmﬁunmﬂkmmww
MemmhMmWRpWﬁ-ﬁ“-M'

{Order ac Y 182.)

mrccmadmmmmww-mmpﬂ-
which we also have shared for some time now. 1n particular, ws belicve yous
»coliocation proposal” will lsad wo:

. sipﬁﬁmﬂmhmmwmbm

® ummmw“hwm

. wmmwthMMw
customers; and

o increased points of failure in the nstwork.

Furthex, your “collocation proposal” is not at parity with the manner in which
BellSouth itself provisions and uses individual and combinations of UNEs to provide
service.

Although we believe there are significans flaws in your “collocation
wmﬂ'@mmwmm“pwmduihdﬂubwﬂk
Mmmwmwuxnmm“wh

—lcaming more about what wsmﬁnmuwuhwsdhﬁnu
provided, and the ferms on which it will be provided. Thus, once agsin, | request
&nm&mmuummuuuwbymm
1997. wwny.mmmmumum
WdWMATtTMWWMJ
BeliSouth's proposed arrangements. We are ready and willing 1 mest with the
BellSouth personne] you identify in your January 14, 1998 rexponse to discuss or
clarify these questions. Duanc, as you can see from the list of erached questions,
mamWMMmkMW&T&TmM
consider your "coliocsuon proposal ®
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Ms. Dusne Ackerman
Pags Thres
January 6, 1998

Furthermore. because your “collocstion proposs!™ is only ons way 1 permit
new cntants to combine UNEs, we also suggest that we discuss other potsntial
alternatives which are consistent with the 8* Circuit's decisions. Specifically, ssveral
alternatives were set forth in AT&T's Comments i the PCC regarding BallSouth's
application 10 provide imsLATA services in Louisians. Although sach of those
alteroatives also may introduce tmnecessasy sarviee disruption and oxpsnse, we
believe cach is preferable to your “collocation proposal.” Thess include: (l) .
clectronic means of combining analog loops with ports similer © the existing digital
cross-connection sysuems (e.g. DACS) for digital sevvices: (2) use of the recent
change process in BeliSouth's switches to discoanect and reconnect loops and ports:
(3) use of a joint CLEC/BellSouth vendor to disconnect and reconsect loops st the
main distribution frame; and (4) use of pre-wired connector blocks at the msin
distribution frame. Please also personally confirm in writing in your Janusy 14,
1998 response whether BellSouth will negotize with ATAT regarding any of thess
alteranves for allowing CLECs w combine UNEs, and if 50, the approprists
Be!lSouth personnel who will be respoasible for such negotistions with ATET.

As but yet another aliernstive, and as suggested by FCC Commissionor
Powell in his Separate Statement to the South Carolina decision, we also would like
w begin negouations with BeliSouth “regarding combinations of UNEs whersby
BellSouth would voluntarily recombine elernents for a modest charge - & glue
charge.” To this end, please also confirm in your January 14, 1998 response whether
BellSouth will pursue such negotiations., and if 30, the spproprime BellSouth

. personne! who will be responsible for such acgotiations with AT&T.

In closing, these requests 1o explore alieraative means of combining UNEs do
not affect and should not be construed as 8 waiver of any AT&T rights o continue to
pursue the svailability of combinations af UNEs (n accordance with the positions
previously snd carrently advocsied by ATAT before siate regulstory bodies, state
courts, federa) district courts, faderal courts of sppeal, the FCC and the U.S. Supreme
Court. Nor should this request be construed as an admission by AT&T that
BellSouth can satisfy its obligation 1o maks combinstions of UNEs svailable o
CLECS by using BeliSouth's “collocation proposal® or any of the ahernatives
wdentified above, including the psyment of a “glus chargs™ by ATET. Fimally, by
this request, AT&T is not waiving any rights © eanforce any state arbitration orders,
any resulting interconnection agresments with BellSouth, and/or relaiad stae
regulatory orders or decisions.

PRE5/010
]
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Mz, Duane Ackerman
Page Fowr
January 6, 1998

If the promised benefits of the Telscommunications Act of 1996 are to be
realizsd by consumers so that they have a choics in Jocal service providers, efforts 1o
open the local telephone market must continue and it is in that spisit that ] am
requesting your personal assistance on thess very critical issuss.

I look forward 10 your response.
Sincerely,

J. Casvoll

Atachment

ec: Elton King-BellSouth
Mn:tFeadlerBellSouh
muammm
Georgia Public Service Commission
Kentucky Public Service Commission
Louisiana Public Service Commission
Missizsippi Public Service Commission
North Carolins Utilities Commission
South Carolina Public Service Commission
Tennessee Regulatory Autharity
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ATTACHMENT ¢ Jottor from William J. Carvell ¢ F. Dusse Aclcerman deted

January 6, 1998
ioas ing BellSouth’s ve
: for CLEC Combinet UNE
1. What UNEs will BellSouth provide so CLECs to combins in collocated space?
Loops and ports only?

2. Can 3 CLEC pre-wire the equipment in its collocation space?
3. Will BellSouth aliow CLECs to share the same insevoffice transport used by
) BellSouth?
4. Will BellSouth require that s CLEC purchase signaling scparate from switching?

S. What does BellSouth propose where there is not sufficient room o collocate in a
central office?

6. How will BeliSouth allow for the combining of Joops and ports in central offices
where there is no room for physical collation?

7. Will BellSouth offer CLECs a choics of sither physical or virtual collocation or
will viral collocauon be made available by BallSouth only if there is no more
space availadle for physical collocation?

8. How will BellSouth provision other UNEs for combining or recombining by
- CLECs?

9. How will BellSouth ensure coordination of the loop and port connections for
each CLEC cusiomer service order?

u.uou-mnwsmmmm«wmm
t’arCLECmbiuhbopnﬂhemm?

n.muwmmmummmﬁcw
counditioning, who will be responsible for performing the conditioning -

u.wnq.m'nwmmmm-um ing its
proposed collocation process for combining UNEs? documentine
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13. How many loop and line port jumper connections can BellSouth compists in &
single day per central office? How many teams of technicians and shifts would
this involve? )

14. Will BellSouth aliow CLECs 10 obtain less than 100-square fest of collocation
w%hmdmﬁnﬂunﬂthmﬂﬂ&? If
s0. how will BellSouth reducs its existing chargss for collocation spass?

18. Will BellSouth allow CLECS to combins UNEs without collocation?

16.Is &uMmbhiunywdbmkcmwyvhm
electronic connection using a remote terminal? 1If 30, which onss?

17. Will BellSouth permit CLECs to have direct access t0 ths BeliSouth main
distribution frame (MDF)?

18. Will BellSouth provide CLECS access to its enginsering records, as the records
medwhewdlwdbnﬂeubewhopmibm)ﬂ-meh

properly?
19. How will maintenance of the combined unbundied slements work?

20. Plcase describe all BellSouth methods and procedures to describe how it will
scparate already-combined elements and bow CLECs will “recombine” thess
clements? If such methods and procedures do not yet exist, when will they be
completed and made available 1o CLECs?

21. What OSS impacts are anticipated from BellSouth's “coliocation” proposal?
What OSS will BellSouth accessAutilise 10 scparste alrvady combined elements
and to allow CLECs to “recombine” clements? How will BellSouth provide
CLECSs access o these OSS?

22. What impact does BellSouth’s “collocation™ proposal bave on enginesring and
inventory records? What records will BellSowuth access or modify o ssparste
alrcady connected claments? What recovds will ased w0 be accessed and/or
updatod for s CLEC to compiete recombination of UNEs? What is BallSouth’s

! plan to accurately maintain such records? How will muktiple CLECs using
: mhnd7 Mhp'mmbm's m dm.
records

23. Has BeliSouth investigated ay alternatives to collocation for the recombinstion
of network elements (for example, providing CLECs direct access 10 BellSouth’s
network equiproent for physical recombining or logical acparation and
recombining)? If so, please describe these slternatives and expisin BellSouth’s
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reasons for not making these alternatives available %0 CLECS prior to this dete?
¥ not, when will any such iavestigation be dons?

24. How many customers will BeilSouth bs sbie 10 convert in each of s central
offices per day when collocation is used ® combias a loop and poet?

25. How many collocation asrangements can BellSouth accommodats per month per

stae”?

26. What is the availahility of collocated space in each BellSouth central office?
Pleasc describe any limitations which may exist. )

27. Assuming 8 CLEC has pre-wired laop and switch connections in its collocation
. space to blocks on BellSouth MDF sad/or IDF frames, what is the expected
duration of customer down time for conversion of an existing BellSouth
customer 0 a UNE CLEC customer?

28. How does BellSouth proposs 10 remedy the provisioning/ssrvics parity issuss
associated with its collocation proposal e.3., (1) electronic provisioning vs.
manual provisioning; (2) additioasl Joop lengths and additional connections; (3)
additional possible poims of failure?

29. Will Bell South aliow a CLEC o collocsts in s BellSouth remote switohing site
(location where i1 has a remone switching module)?

30. Will BellSouth require ATET 10 execue 8 "Master Collocation Agreemant” or
other agreement(s) before BeltSouth will maks collocstion available to ATET?
1f so0, please provide a copy of this agrecment(s). Are thers any modifications
needed to AT&T's Imerconnection Agreement(s) with BellSouth in any states
before BellSouth will make collocation svailabie to ATAT? If 30, what are they?

31. What intervals will BellSouth commit 1 as to the provision of requests for
collocation?

32. Has BeliSouth tested, deployed facilities and/or personnel 10 assure itself that
these igtervals can be met? What remedies, if any, doss BellSouth propose for
CLEC; if these imarvals are not met? ’

33. What costs are associatad with BellSouth’s collocation proposal? Plesse itomize
all individual costs. What information will BellSouth provide to establish that
such costs are “just, reascasble and nondiscriminatory””

thpu&lm&nm-mlw”mm-yofbm
mmwmlmwhmdmmb
combine UNEs? In other words, what wting has been done?
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AT&T's Production of Documents
Dated: February 10, 1998

ltem No. 38

Supplemental Response

Page 1 of 1

REQUEST: Produce all work papers and other documents provided to, created by, or
used by, Ernst & Young, LLP in preparing any and all analyses of
BellSouth’s OSS.

RESPONSE: See BellSouth’s response to AT&T's Second Document Requests Items 1
& 2.
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[ hereby certify that on March 24, 1998, a copy of the foregoing document was served on
the parties of record, via facsimile or hand delivery addressed as follows:

Dennis McNamee, Esquire Vincent Williams, Esquire
Tennessee Regulatory Authority Consumer Advocate Division
460 James Robertson Parkway 426 5th Avenue, N., 2nd Floor
Nashville, TN 37243-0500 Nashville, TN 37243

Dana Shaffer, Esquire Enrico C. Soriano

Nextlink Kelley, Drye & Warren

105 Malloy Street, #300 1200 19th St., NW, #500
Nashville, TN 37201 Washington, DC 20036

H. LaDon Baltimore, Esquire Carolyn Tatum Roddy, Esquire
Farrar & Bates Sprint Communications

211 Seventh Ave. N, # 320 3100 Cumberland Circle, NO802
Nashville, TN 37219-1823 Atlanta, GA 30339

Charles B. Welch, Esquire Guilford Thornton, Esquire
Farris, Mathews, et al. Stokes & Bartholomew

511 Union Street, #2400 424 Church Street

Nashville, TN 37219 Nashville, TN 37219

Henry Walker, Esquire D. Billye Sanders, Esquire
Boult, Cummings, et al. Waller, Lansden, Dortch & Davis
P. O. Box 198062 511 Union St., #2100

Nashville, TN 37219-8062 Nashville, TN 37219-1750

Jon E. Hastings, Esquire Andrew O. Isar, Esquire

Boult, Cummings, et al. Telecommunications Resellers Association
P. O. Box 198062 4312 92nd Ave., NW

Nashville, TN 37219-8062 Gig Harbor, WA 98335

James P. Lamoureux Donald L. Scholes

AT&T Branstetter, Kilgore, et al.
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Atlanta, GA 30367 Nashvitle, TN 37219

T~

7

83851.2



